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operations. And I would never question 
that right. But it is not the purview of 
the Congress, according to our history 
and Constitution and tradition, to 
interpose our will, our decisions, our 
timetables, on military commanders in 
the field. 

I will close, Mr. Speaker, by simply 
saying that we do have but one choice 
in Iraq and that is victory. It is my 
hope and prayer that after much polit-
ical debate here in Congress, we will 
give our soldiers the resources they 
need to achieve victory in Iraq and 
bring home a much-deserved freedom 
for those good people and another vic-
tory for freedom for the American peo-
ple. 

f 

TIME TO REFOCUS EFFORTS IN 
THE WAR AGAINST TERRORISM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized 
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, my intention this 
morning was to come here and talk 
about the need to refocus our efforts in 
the war against terrorism out of Iraq 
and towards Afghanistan, because, 
after all, when we were attacked on 9/ 
11, those who attacked us came from 
Afghanistan, not from Iraq. And Presi-
dent Bush in the very beginning and 
even now continues to confuse the 
American people by suggesting that 
the Iraq war had something to do with 
9/11, which it did not. 

However, I just listened to my col-
league on the Republican side and I 
have to respond to him somewhat be-
fore I move on to the issue of Afghani-
stan. I want to commend the Speaker 
and commend the Democratic leader-
ship for the supplemental appropria-
tion bill that they are putting together 
and that will likely come to the floor 
next week. It was clear in the Novem-
ber election that the American people 
want a new direction in Iraq. They re-
alize that the war in Iraq was begun for 
the wrong reasons, that it was not a re-
sponse to 9/11, that a lot of the infor-
mation that was provided to this Con-
gress when the vote was taken to au-
thorize the war was misleading and in-
accurate. The fact of the matter is that 
Congress does have the power to de-
clare war and Congress also has the de-
cision as to whether to fund the war. 
And this is a supplemental appropria-
tions bill that is going to fund the war 
and provide the funding for the troops. 
But at the same time Congress needs to 
point out that this war needs to move 
in a new direction and that it is not ac-
ceptable to simply give the President a 
blank check and say, okay, you can 
move ahead with your surge and essen-
tially escalate the war. 

We had a majority in this Congress, 
including a significant number of Re-
publicans, who just a couple of weeks 

ago voted on a resolution that said 
that the escalation and the surge was a 
mistake, that we are opposed to that. 
And so there has to be some effort in 
this spending bill, which is our prerog-
ative, to indicate why the war has gone 
in the wrong direction and what needs 
to be done to end it and ultimately get 
our troops out of there. That is what 
we are doing as Democrats and I be-
lieve we will have a consensus to 
achieve that and I think that it will 
lead in a very short period of time to 
us getting out of Iraq and leaving the 
Iraqis to decide their own fate. It is 
time for that at this time. We 
shouldn’t be sending the resources and 
we shouldn’t be sending our soldiers 
into a situation where they no longer 
belong. 

My intention today was to come to 
the floor and talk about, rather than 
sending our soldiers to Iraq and all the 
resources we are sending to Iraq, that 
we should be focusing more on Afghani-
stan, because that’s where the Taliban 
were and they continue to be. That is 
where al Qaeda began and continues to 
exist, including those who were in 
charge of al Qaeda. And we are not 
doing enough in Afghanistan. There is 
a new offensive now on the part of the 
Taliban which began last month in 
February and we are trying to counter-
act that. But we’re not focusing on 
that because we’re spending too much 
time focusing on Iraq in terms of our 
resources and our troops. 

Now, the President finally came to 
the realization a few weeks ago that 
this was the case and he started to talk 
more about what we needed to do in Af-
ghanistan. He sent Vice President CHE-
NEY there. Vice President CHENEY made 
the point. He also went to Pakistan be-
cause Pakistan has this border area 
where we believe al Qaeda and the 
Taliban are headquartered and where 
they simply hide out and regroup be-
fore they begin their attacks from 
Pakistan into Afghanistan. Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY went to Pakistan as well 
and made the point to President 
Musharraf that this is unacceptable, 
you cannot continue to harbor these 
terrorists, you have to do something to 
make sure that they are driven out of 
Pakistan and that they are not being 
supported by those local authorities or 
those within the intelligence service in 
Afghanistan that seem to be providing 
support to al Qaeda and to the Taliban. 

But we need to focus on the issue of 
Afghanistan in terms of our resources, 
not only in terms of our troops but also 
in terms of reconstruction efforts. The 
Taliban are essentially being financed 
by increased production of opium and 
ultimately, of course, heroin. That’s 
how they are financed. We need to deal 
with local reconstruction projects that 
will allow the Afghanis and particu-
larly the farmers to do things that are 
not related to the opium trade so they 
can grow crops other than opium and 
sustain themselves. This is a major ef-
fort that we have to concentrate on 
and not enough is happening. 

I would point out that in the supple-
mental appropriations bill, we do pro-
vide more money for this effort, be-
cause the Democratic leadership, as 
Speaker PELOSI realized, that we are 
neglecting the war in Afghanistan 
where the terrorists began. Let’s 
refocus on that. But this supplemental 
bill is the answer to the problem and it 
brings us in a new direction. 

f 

ENERGY SECURITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, on Sep-
tember 19, 2002, in a Wall Street Jour-
nal editorial, former CIA Director 
James Woolsey described the central 
challenge we face in the global war on 
terrorism as the United States’ depend-
ence on imported oil. My colleagues, 
this dependence is providing our enemy 
with so much leverage that defeating 
terrorism has become significantly 
harder. 

Let me quote from Mr. Woolsey: ‘‘We 
are at war. We should start by asking 
what we can do as soon as possible to 
undercut our enemies’ power. Other 
considerations should now follow, not 
lead. If we do not act now, we will 
leave major levers over our fate in the 
hands of regimes that have attacked us 
or have fallen under the sway of fanat-
ics who spread hatred of the United 
States and, indeed, of freedom itself. 
For all of them, their power derives 
from their oil. It is time to break their 
sword.’’ 

In order for the United States to ef-
fectively fight global terrorism and 
win in Iraq, we must first reduce our 
dangerous dependence on imported oil. 
Energy is the lifeblood of the United 
States and global economy. U.S. eco-
nomic prosperity is closely tied to the 
availability of reliable and affordable 
supplies of energy. Since 1973, U.S. en-
ergy production has grown only 13 per-
cent, while U.S. energy consumption 
has increased 30 percent. Even when 
significant increases in efficiency are 
taken into account, significant in-
creases in demand are projected. 

According to the Energy Information 
Agency, the United States, by 2025, is 
expected to need 44 percent more petro-
leum, 38 percent more natural gas, 43 
percent more coal and 54 percent more 
electricity. The Department of Energy 
predicts by the year 2025, U.S. oil and 
natural gas demand will rise by 46 per-
cent, with energy demand increasing 1 
percent for every 2 percent increase in 
GDP. 

Perhaps the most critical of all en-
ergy sources is oil. Just as President 
Bush said in his 2006 State of the Union 
speech, America is addicted to oil. A 
look at the numbers supports his 
claim. Currently, the United States im-
ports about 60 percent of its oil. The 
Department of Energy projects this 
number will increase to 73 percent by 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 01:09 Mar 14, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K13MR7.002 H13MRPT1hm
oo

re
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
68

 w
ith

 H
M

H
O

U
S

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-18T13:15:20-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




